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University of Minnesota, Morris 
Scholastic Committee 
Minutes # 3, September 27, 2005 
 
The Scholastic Committee met at 8:00 A.M. on September 27th in the Science Conference Room (Sci 
3500).  The next meeting will be October 4th, 2005 in the same location.
 
Members present: S. Aronson, S. Black, B. Burke, D.De Jager,  J. Goodnough, S. Haugen, W. Hunt, J.-M. 
Kim, N. McPhee (chair), L. Meek (secretary), G. Sheagley, C. Strand  & K. Strissel.
 
1. The September 20th minutes were approved with minor editorial changes.  It was decided that the gist 
of the conversation would be reported in the future, without reference to individual names of speakers. 
 
2. Secretary Leslie Meek reported on two items of business.  
A. Leslie Meek discussed with Tom McRoberts the policy of allowing academically suspended students 
to take continuing ed courses.  He sees no problem with this and has promoted it over many years because 
this is one of the ways that students can rehabilitate themselves (and it is also a way of keeping them and 
their tuition at UMM.)  Leslie checked through the closed courses for summer and fall and found no 
suspended students taking up room in courses so that non-suspended students couldn't take the courses.  
At this point, she and the chair agree with Tom that this system shouldn't be tinkered with. 
 
B. Leslie Meek wrote to Fritz Schwaller (chair of Curriculum Committee) to consider the following item:  
Scholastic receives quite a few appeals from students who wish to use a directed study experience as a 
general education requirement.  Because these requests have increased quite dramatically, we'd like the 
curriculum committee to consider that we initiate a process by which directed studies can be approved to 
fulfill a general education requirement BEFORE the directed study takes place.  It seems that rather than 
have these petitions come to us after the fact, it would make more sense to have them approved ahead of 
time (by division chairs is assumed), so that the faculty and students can make sure they are fulfilling that 
general education  requirement.
 
There was some discussion of this second item.  It was pointed out that curriculum committee might 
decide that directed studies could not be used for general education requirements.  Historically, this would 
be supported since general educations were meant to be courses that are available to everyone, which 
directed studies are not.  In addition, clearly 1 credit directed studies could not be used to fulfill a general 
education requirement.  It was also pointed out that disallowing the use of directed studies for general 
education would be inconsistent with our policy to encourage students to participate in experiences such 
as directed studies. 
 
3.  An Academic Integrity subcommittee was appointed, which consists of Jennifer Goodnough, Stacey 
Aronson, Kristin Strissel, Sarah Black (fall semester only – to be replaced by Geoff Sheagley in spring) 
and Leslie Meek.  The charge of this committee is to adjudicate any disputed academic integrity cases that 
might arise during the 2005-2006 academic year.  In addition, they will oversee minor changes to the 
academic integrity brochure.  Further, it was suggested that the makeup of this subcommittee should be 
formalized:  2 Fac/PA, 2 students, and the Secretary of the Committee as a non-voting convenor to break 
ties.
 
4.  There will be a vote in Assembly on October 25th on a policy change to remove the limit on the 
number of credits of D that can be applied to the 120 credits required for the degree. D restrictions in the 
majors will not be affected. If approved, the policy will become effective immediately. 
 
Discussion of this item:  
 
Reasons brought forth to support removal of the D limit:
 
-Every policy needs to justify its complexity, and the current policy of allowing only 12 credits of D to 
count towards the 120 needed for graduation seems to be confusing to both students and advisors, since 
students must petition to use any D and many students are not aware of this rule. 
 
-all Ds are counted into the graduation (transcript) GPA and are listed on the transcript.
 
-The Committee discussed the number of graduates who had accumulated 20 credits of d. 
 
-Scholastic Committee and Satisfactory Academic Progress for Financial Aid rules that govern probation 
and suspension greatly reduce the likelihood of students to accumulating excessive numbers of Ds.
 
-Policy should not be based on special cases (such as the possibility that one student in the future may 
have D grades for most or all of their general education requirements), but for general use.
 
-Even with limiting Ds applied towards graduation to 12 credits, it is possible to satisfy six of the thirteen 
general education categories with D grades, with judicious use of 2 credit classes.  Combining these six 
with exemptions for English (ACT 27) and Foreign Language (placement test) could reduce the >D+ 
graded categories to four.
 
-Other colleges in the University of Minnesota do not have a limit on Ds used towards general education, 
indicating that this is not perceived as a problem at these institutions.  
 
Reasons brought forth to keep limits on Ds counted towards the 120 credits needed for graduation:
 
-It maintains quality of education since it will not allow students to apply more than 12 cr of D to their 
general education requirements.  Simply having a 2.0 defined as the quality of work we expect from 
UMM students to graduate does not mean that a student cannot accumulate many credits of D if there is 
no limit.  Spreadsheets have been generated showing that it is possible to accumulate 40 cr of D or D+ 
balanced by 20 cr of A and never be suspended academically. 
 
-Advisors see plenty of people who are well on their way to achieving many credits of D, but many of 
those people leave UMM before they do so, because they perceive that this is not the institution for them. 
 
-Just because other colleges in the University of Minnesota have no limit on Ds does not mean that UMM 
shouldn’t.
  
Other related discussion of D limit:
 
There was a discussion about the level of difficulty of introductory courses and whether or not it might be 
possible to distinguish courses that were introductory for a major from introductory courses intended for 
non-majors.
 
The committee was adjourned.  
 
 
